published, and some people soon noticed that [Baruch] Spinoza was obviously imitating Hobbes's religious criticism. However, Spinoza's heretical thoughts were more manifest and more daring-in other words, Hobbes's critique of religion was almost immediately imitated by philosophers, and Spinoza was Hobbes's first famous disciple, but by no means his last. . . . But after Hobbes read Spinoza's book, he said he would not dare to write so audaciously ("I durst not write so boldly") . . . Was Hobbes more timid or cautious than Spinoza? For perceptive readers, it is actually quite obvious that Hobbes's critique of religion is even more radical. . . . Spinoza seems to be even more audacious, and Hobbes's method of expression is very rhetorical, and he is more diplomatic.223 Because Hobbes used rhetorical skills, his critique of religion did not seem so radical, which could have been motivated by several factors: cautious expression could be motivated by the fear of religious suppression, or it could be because of a concern for the religious needs of the people-the former implies that the critique of religion is proper and correct, and cautious expression is employed only because the political environment does not allow such critique, but as soon the political setting allows more, one should openly criticize religion. However, under the second motive a philosopher would not openly and excessively criticize religion, even if he does not share the religious faith of the people, and even in a political environment of so-called total freedom of speech and openness, he would still write cautiously.
Which kind of motivation can we ascribe to Hobbes? The two kinds of motives of cautious expression-"fear" and "concern"-are related to the moral character of a philosopher. 
